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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.1 36 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and wilt expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timery filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 ) S3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on Oct 2 1, 2002 



2a) □ This action is FINAL. 2b) K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayie, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) B Claim(s) hJZ is/are pe nding in the application. 

4a) Of the above, claim(s) 8-17 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) □ Claim(s) is/are a | !owedi 

6 » K Claim < s > hi . is/are rejected. 

7) □ Claim (s) is/are objected ta 

8) □ Claims are su bject to restriction and/or election requirement, 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are a) □ accepted or □)□ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1 . □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staqe 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 
a)D The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and/or 121. 

Attachment! s) 

1 ) (X| Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) Q Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s). 6) O Other: 
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Part III DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-17 are pending. 

2. Applicant's election without traverse of Group I claims 1-7 
in Paper No. 8 is acknowledged. 

3. Claims 2-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Claim 2 is indefinite in the recitation of characterized 
because m scientific parlance characterization may imply one or 
more physical steps or procedures to identify a product Since 
these physical steps are not recited in the claim the claim is 
indefinite and ambiguous. 

Claim 3 is indefinite in the recitation of the phrase selected 
from the group comprising. It is improper Markush language to 
recite comprising, correction to consisting of is suggested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 
(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale m this country, more than one year prior to the date 
of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as beina 
anticipated by Silvestri et al . (U) . 

Silvestri et al., teaches the treatment of SLE with anti- 
idiotype antibodies which bind the 8.12 and F4 idiotype (abstract 
m particular) . Silvestri et al . , also teaches that said antibodies 
™ S lso i ated from IVIG being passed over a column which had anti- 
?!? a „ nt ^ bodl ? s bound to it: ' herein said anti-DNA antibodies had 
the 8.12 and F4 idiotypes (page 92-93, in particular). Lastly 
Silvestri et al . , teaches administering said anti-idiotypic 
antibodies intravenously (see Title) . 

The prior art teachings anticipates the claimed invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

-u w ThS f ° llowin 9 is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
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be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as 
a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was" made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said sublet 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived bv^ the 
manner in which the invention was made 9 ea Dy the 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies as 

?S?e "ha?! laT^ ?* Bection (f > or <3> of sectionTo2 of this 
title shall not preclude patentability under this section where 

J™ 8 ? ^ thS Claimed inv ^tion were, at the timl tht 

STf" made ' ° Wned by the same Person or subject to an 

obligation of assignment to the same person. ^oject to an 

5. Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as beina 
tTse%T (A)"" SilV6Stri St - view of U. s° Patent^ 

invent^n^^ 

5isorder 0 Vth a an et i 0 t d £°S ^ * Patienr^th^^oSLSnl 
disorder with an antibody composition, wherein said antihnriv 
composition is given as a dextrose saline solution antibody 
^ 1 . However ' the ^04 patent teaches that antibody compositions 

will' Ji+l- deX ^ rose solution taught by the * 704 patent since it is 
well within the purview of one of ordinary skill in the art to 
determine route and solution makeup of Y therapeutic ant iLd? 
compositions. From the teachings of the references^ it is apparent 

expectation T"" Skmin the ^ haVS ^ d a -asonabS 

TnerefSrP th ■ ? 6SS ln P roducin 9 the claimed invention. 
Therefore, the invention as a whole is - prima f.r.ip obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
evidenced by the references. ' S 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to pJtricJ 
Nolan whose telephone number is (703) 305-1987. The examiner' can 
normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 to 4 30 pm 

7. If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful th* 

3S73 ln Tne%S PerV i S ° r V ChriStina Chan ' Can be reached aJ ? 7 03) 305^ 
3973. The FAX number for our group, 1644, is (703) 305-7939. 

Patrick J. Nolan, Ph.D. 
Primary Examiner, Group 164 0 
December 27, 2002 



